Archaeoceti, Odontoceti, Mysticeti, Sirenia, Desmostylia). Each chapter has its own bibliography. Next, the Addendum is followed by three ap− pendices: "Unified locality listing", "References for localities in Appen− dix I", "Museum acronyms", and by the index. Janis et al. (2008) is as detailed and precise as Janis et al. (1998) was (and almost typo−free, yet in the Addendum, "condiiton" on p. 662 should be "condition"). The great contribution of both volumes to palaeontology reaches well beyond their coverage of North America: it is the neat modu− larity of the organisation. It sets a standard. Typically, a chapter (other than the introductory chapter in each part of the book) has an introduction, a section on defining features (subdivided into: cranial, dental, post− cranial), systematics (its history, current classification, and novelties pro− posed)-e.g., subdivided into supraordinal, infraordinal and lower (or into suprafamilial and infrafamilial) down to a sequence of entries per ge− nus, themselves subdivided into these attributes: name (and historical syn− onyms), type species, type specimen, characteristics, average length, and included species (these with pointers to localities), and possibly com− ments. After the genera, a section on biology and evolutionary patterns is followed by a list of cited references. This modularity is why my review (Nissan 2000) of Janis et al. (1998) had "database" in its title. Skeletal il− lustrations abound, of course, and so do tables (for temporal ranges) and graphs (for clades). In the chapter for Lipotyphla, the sequence of genus entries are interleaved with likewise modular general descriptions for higher−order taxa, e.g., "Talpininae (new)" versus "Desmanini Mivart, 1871 (new rank)" (p. 102). An example of the difficulty of how to treat mammals incertae sedis from North America is Asiabradypus, that as the index shows, is only mentioned twice (pp. 129, 130), which is in a general discussion of Edentata: "Extinct edentates may have included palaeano− donts, ernanodonts, and possibly enigmatic genera such as Asiabradypus" and so on (p. 129); "Asiabradypus, from the late Paleocene of Kazakh− stan, was originally described as a possible sloth [...] , but reexamination led [...] to conclude that the single broken specimen is not a xenarthran. A possible Asiabradypus specimen from the earliest Eocene of Wyoming [...], therefore, is not an edentate whatever it might otherwise represent" (p. 130, citations omitted). The two volumes together (Janis et al. 1998 (Janis et al. , 2008 are a masterpiece and a model to follow.
